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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1 . Due to communications filed 1/24/05, the following is a non-final office action. 
Claim 15 has been added. Claims 1-15 are now pending in this application and have 
been examined on the merits. The previous rejection has been maintained except for 
the rejection given to newly added claim 15. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1. 1 14 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 was filed in this 
application after appeal to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences, but prior to a 
decision on the appeal. Since this application is eligible for continued examination 
under 37 CFR 1.114 and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
appeal has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 14 and prosecution in this 
application has been reopened pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed 
on 1/24/05 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 3 , 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cretzler (US Patent 5,644,724). Cretzler 
teaches a point-of-sale tax collection system and method where taxes are remitted and 
collected in real time at point-of-sale locations. 

As per claim 1 , Cretzler discloses: 

at least one tax register located at a merchant or retailer location, said at least 
one tax register for processing consumer sales transaction data at the retailer location 
and. ..(Col. 4, lines 16-1 9).. .computing use tax data to be indicated to an appropriate 
state agency... (Col.. 4, lines 25-26, Col. 6, lines 16-18). ..said at least one tax register 
forwarding said transaction data and use tax data to one of the state agency and a 
credit card processing company fro processing wherein the transaction data includes at 
least an amount of money received by the merchant or retailer from the consumer for 
the goods ...(Col. 6, lines 19-31, where the credit card company of the present invention 
is analogous to the service bank of Cretzler); 

a first computer and. ..disposed at the state agency, the first computer... for 
receiving and storing the forwarded . . . use tax data from one of the credit card 
processing company and a merchant at the retailer location; and.. .(col. 10, lines 28-29); 

a first communication link connecting at least one of (I) the tax register at the 
retailer location and (ii) the credit card processing company, to the first computer and 
memory at the state agency, said first communication link for permitting the tax register 
or credit card company to forward the... use tax data to said first computer and memory 
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so that the transaction data and the tax data from the retailer is automatically forwarded 
to the state agency and stored in the first memory in order to help enforce tax laws and 
prevent consumers or merchants from avoiding the payment of use tax.. .(Col. 3, lines 
32-41, Col. 10, lines 30-33). 

Cretzler does not specifically disclose the following, 

Corresponding first memory 

However a corresponding first memory is obvious with Cretzler's system because 
the tax information is already stored (See Col. 10, lines 16-18), therefore the computer 
must have a memory if it receives information that is already stored. 

Cretzler does not specifically disclose the following: 

A first computer and corresponding first memory disposed at the state agency, 
the first computer and memory for receiving and storing the forwarded transaction 
data... /Permitting the tax register or credit card processing company to forward the 
transaction data... to said first computer and memory so that the transaction data... is 
automatically forwarded to the state agency. . . 

However, the above mentioned function is obvious with Cretzler's system 
because it is shown that the transaction data (including the amount of the transaction) is 
stored by a microcomputer after the user has received payment for the transaction in 
Col. 6, lines 56-58. Both the transaction data (including the amount of the transaction) 
and the tax data are then transferred from the point of sale to the merchant or service 
bank (See Col. 6, lines 57-59 w/ Col. 6, line 65-Col. 7, line 65-Col. 7, line 6). It would 
therefore be obvious to also transfer this information to the tax authority bank since the 
transaction data is already being transferred from the point of sale to the merchant or 
service bank and also because the pos, the merchant/service bank and the tax authority 
bank are on the same communication line (See Fig. 1). In addition, since Cretzler 
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teaches that the tax data (which is already associated with the transaction data, see col. 
6, lines 16-18) is extracted from the transaction data by the merchant/service bank and 
transmitted to the tax authority, it is only logical that the transaction data can just be 
directly sent to the tax authorities without implementing the added step of extracting the 
tax data from the transaction data. 

As per claim 2, Cretzler discloses: 

wherein the consumer purchased goods with one of a credit card... (Abstract, 
lines 8-12). 

As per claim 8, Cretzler discloses: 

wherein said link includes one of a telephone line.. .(Fig. 1 , (16)). 

As per claims 3,11, Cretzler fails to disclose: 

wherein the first communication link is one of a digital packet... 
Official notice is taken that it is old and well known in the electronic communications art 
to utilize a digital packet switched network or a satellite network for a communications 
network. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize a digital packet switched network or a satellite network for a 
communications network because these type of networks are the most common and up- 
to-date resources for facilitating electronic communications. They allow fast, effective 
communication across wide area networks and vast geographical locations. 

As per claims 4, 13, Cretzler discloses: 

wherein the system includes means at the retailer location for accessing a credit 
card company in response to the transaction. ..(Col. 4, lines 37-41, and Col. 5, line 61- 
Col. 6, line 5); 

The following is obvious with Cretzler because since the consumer is utilizing his or her 
credit card to carry out the transaction, he or she would therefore like the charges to 
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occur on that transaction medium. In addition, Cretzler teaches that the service bank of 
the customer (analogous to the credit card company) sends an approval authorization 
for credit and debit transactions. In conventional systems, this approval implies 
charging the consumer's credit card for the transaction: 

the credit card company automatically charges the consumer's credit 
card.. ./means for charging a credit card... 

As per claim 5, Cretzler discloses: 

further including means for allowing the credit card company to forward use tax 
charge to the consumer to the state agency.. .(Col. 4, lines 37-53, with col. 10, lines 35- 
41, Col. 5, line 61-Col. 6, line 5). 

As per claims 7, 9, Cretzler discloses: 

the.. .network for allowing/enabling a consumer to purchase goods over 
the.. .network for a retailer.. .(Col. 4, lines 16-24); 

at least a first computer or register located at a merchant or retailer location, said 
first computer or register for processing consumer sales transaction data at the retailer 
location and. ..(Col. 4, lines 16-28, col. 9, lines 35-40)... forwarding use tax data and 
transaction data for a transaction to one of a state authorized agency and a credit card 
processing company where the transaction data includes at least an amount of money 
received by the merchant or retailer from the consumer for the transaction ...(Col. 6, 
lines 19-31, where the credit card processing company of the present invention is 
analogous to the service bank of Cretzler); 

at least a second computer and corresponding memory disposed at the state 
authorized entity, the second computer and memory for receiving and storing forwarded 
use tax data... from one of the credit card processing company and a merchant at the 
retailer location; and. ..(Col. 10, lines 28-29); 
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a first communication link connecting at least one of (l)the first computer or 
register at the retailer location and (ii) the credit card processing company, to the 
second computer and memory at the state authorized agency, said first communication 
link for permitting the tax register or credit card company to forward the use tax data... to 
said second computer and memory whereby the tax data from the retailer is 
automatically forwarded to the state authorized entity and stored in the memory in order 
to help enforce tax laws and prevent consumers or merchants from avoiding the 
payment of use tax.. .(Col. 3, lines 32-41, Col. 10, lines 30-33). 
Cretzler's fails to disclose the following: 

a digital data network... 
Official notice is taken that it is old and well known in the is old and well known in the 
electronic communications art to utilize a digital data network for a communications 
network. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize a digital 
data network for a communications network because these type of networks are the 
most common and up-to-date resources for facilitating any type of electronic 
communications including sales transactions since they allow fast, effective 
communication across wide area networks and vast geographical locations. In addition, 
Cretzler discloses a telephone network, which is analogous to a digital data network 
since telephone lines are no more than electronic data links for digital transmission. 

The following is obvious with Cretzler's system because in Cretzler, the tax 
information is already stored (See Col. 10, lines 16-18), therefore the computer must 
have a memory if it is supposed to receive information that is already stored. In 
addition, it is essential that a computer have a memory in order to maintain data for 
various communication applications: 
corresponding memory... 
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The following is obvious with Cretzler's system because it its shown that the 
transaction data (including the amount of the transaction) is transferred from the point of 
sale to the merchant or service bank (See Col. 6, lines 57-59 w/ Col. 6, line 65-Col. 7, 
line 65-Col. 7, line 6). It is therefore inherent to also transfer this information to the tax 
authority bank since the pos, the merchant/service bank and the tax authority bank are 
on the same communication line and the transaction data (including the amount of the 
transaction) is already being transferred from the point of sale to the merchant or 
service bank. In addition, since Cretzler teaches that the tax data (which is already 
associated with the transaction data, see col. 6, lines 16-18) is extracted from the 
transaction data by the merchant/service bank and transmitted to the tax authority, it is 
only logical that the transaction data can just be sent to the tax authorities without 
implementing the added step of extracting the tax data from the transaction data: 

At least a second computer and corresponding memory disposed at the state 
authorized entity, the second computer and memory for receiving and storing 
forwarded... transaction data... 

Permitting the first computer or register, or the credit card processing company to 
forward the... transaction data... to said second computer and memory... 

As per claim 10, Cretzler discloses: 

wherein the first computer or register comprises tax data. ..(Col. 4, lines 16-28, 
col. 9, lines 35-40). 

As per claim 12, Cretzler fails to teach the following: 

wherein the state authorized entity is a State Treasury... 
Official notice is taken that it is old and well known in the tax collection art for the state 
authorized entity to be the State Treasury. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art for the state authorized entity to be the State Treasury because 
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the State Treasury is one of the most popular and well known entities which collects 
taxes from both people and businesses. The state treasury is an essential part of the 
economic makeup of the country and in order to continue functionality is required to 
collect taxes. 

As per claim 14, Cretzler discloses: 

Wherein the tax register comprises a PC-based point-of-sale system including a 
keyboard, credit card reader, bar code reader and receipt printer... (Abstract, line 3 and 
Col. 6, lines 23-28, [card reader, keypad]). 

As per claim 15, Cretzler discloses: 

Wherein the register comprises a declining register, (Col. 6, lines 29-35, where 
the system causes a message "Declined"to be displayed and declines the current 
transaction). 

5. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cretzler 
(US Patent 5,644,724) in further view of Golden, et al (US Patent 5,774,872). 

As per claim 6, Cretzler fails to teach the following, however Golden, et al 
discloses: 

further including means for issuing a tax stamp receipt to a consumer... (Abstract, 
lines 17-19). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include means for issuing 
a tax stamp receipt to a consumer in order to provide some type of evidence that the 
consumer actually paid what her or she owes. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 1/24/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 
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The applicant argues that Cretzler relates to a system that merely sends the total 
sum of taxes collected to a tax authority bank and fails to disclose or suggest sending 
transaction data (including $ received by a merchant or retailer) along with tax data to a 
state agency. However, as disclosed in the previous rejection, Cretzler discloses this 
feature by showing that the after the user enters the amount of the transaction, which 
serves as transaction data, the amount of taxes for that transaction is computed in col. 
6, lines 16-18. Cretzler also discloses that both the amount of the transaction 
(transaction data) and the collected amount of taxes are stored by microcomputer, and 
if the user decides to transmit the stored data, he can send it to the merchant banks as 
shown in col. 6, line 56-Col. 7, line 6. If this transaction data can be transferred to the 
merchant banks through a telephone network as shown in Fig. 1, this data can also be 
transferred to the tax authority bank since it is on the same communication line as the 
merchant or service bank. It would therefore be obvious to transfer the transaction data 
to the tax authorities as well. In addition, since Cretzler teaches that the tax data (which 
is already associated with the transaction data, see col. 6, lines 16-18) is extracted from 
the transaction data by the merchant/service bank and transmitted to the tax authority, it 
is only logical that the transaction data can just be directly sent to the tax authorities 
without implementing the added step of extracting the tax data from the transaction 
data. In other words, since the tax data comes from the transaction data, the tax data is 
also transaction data, therefore, Cretzler shows that transaction data is transmitted to 
the tax authority. 
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For these reasons, claims 1 , 9 and all of the claims that depend from them 
remain rejected. 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Akiba K Robinson-Boyce whose telephone number is 
703-305-1340. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Tuesday 8:30am- 
5pm, and Wednesday, 8:30 am-12:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on 703-305-9643. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-746-7238 
[After final communications, labeled "Box AF"], 703-746-7239 [Official Communications], 
and 703-746-7150 [Informal/Draft Communications, labeled "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"]. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 
3900. 



Conclusion 





March 22, 2005 



